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CODIFICATION OF CRIMINAL LAW IN ENGLAND. 

but many of them do, and are never reimbursed by the city that employs them, 
for there is no pj revision in the law for spending the tax-payers' money this way. 
The result is that the average detective is prone to receive rewards on the sly 
when he ought to be above such a thing. The "stool pigeon' mode of doing de- 
tective work will never be put on a proper basis until every city sets aside a 
fund to pay police informers. 

''A 'stool pigeon' does not have to be a thief necessarily, but he generally 
is one. Dive-keepers and owners of resorts that thieves frequent make first- 
class 'stools.' Most any liquor dealer who does not observe the excise law 
strictly can be driven into the 'stool pigeon' class by the police making him 
obey the law while his competitors are allowed to disregard it. If he com- 
plains of police activtiy he can be easily induced to impart information to the 
police on the understanding that he will not be molested any more than his com- 
petitors. Such is the common way of turning an ordinarily decent saloon-keeper 
into a 'stool.' The dive-keeper is a willing informer, for he knows the easiest 
way to avoid trouble is to give the police the information they seek. 

"There is no getting away from the value of 'stool pigeon' information. 
Whenever you read of a detective being around when a crime is being committed, 
you are safe in assuming that they are on hand because of a tip, and that it 
is 'stool pigeon' information that causes them to be on the job. This is inva- 
riably so where arrests of criminals are made while they are in the act of com- 
mitting a robbery of any sort." J. W. G. 

Proposed Codification of the Criminal Law of England. — It is announced 
that the Lord Chancellor has introduced the first instalment of a scheme for 
codifying the whole criminal law of England. The work is to proceed by stages, 
the whole project to be brought forward in sections. The London Times,. 
in commenting on the project, remarks that the advantages of codification are 
very much less exaggerated now than formerly. That there are manifest ad- 
vantages, however, the Times readily admits. Thus it says : 

"But it is surely justification enough of such a work that the majority of 
the indictable offenses in this country are dealt with by tribunals not composed 
of lawyers. The chairman may be, and the clerk always is, a lawyer, but the 
bulk of the Bench, who are not, may fairly claim that they shall have some au- 
thoritative statement of the law which they are called upon to apply. If further 
justification were needed, it is found in the fact that in the very process of codi- 
fication criminal law is necessarily rationalized ; absurdities and solecisms are 
almost automatically expelled. It is, too, a great opportunity for bringing the 
law into accord with public opinion, the best security for its being obeyed. Nor 
need we, on the other hand, take it for granted that codification means petrifac- 
tion or ossification of the law, which is one familiar objection. The experience 
of modern countries which have adopted codes is not to that effect. In these 
days the danger that there will be too little legislation, too great a tendency to 
respect what has once been enacted, is very small." J. W. G. 

Proposed Indeterminate Sentence Law in Rhode Island. — At the recent 
session of the Rhode Island General Assembly a strong effort was made to se- 
cure the enactment of a law providing for the indeterminate sentence in the 
case of persons sentenced to the state prison for offenses other than murder, 
manslaughter, arson, burglary, robbery, and rape. The maximum term pre- 
scribed by the proposed law was not to be longer than the maximum term fixed 
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BOSTON JUVENILE COURT PROCEDURE. 

by law as a penalty for such offense and the minimum term was not to be less 
than one year. In the case of persons, however, having been already twice con- 
victed and imprisoned in the penitentiary, the court was required to sentence 
the offender to a maximum term of thirty years. The chairman of the State 
Board of Charities, one other member designated by said board, and the attor- 
ney-general were to be constituted a board of parole, with authority to release 
on parole any convict having been in confinement for a period not less than 
the minimum term, if, in the judgment of the board of parole, the prisoner was 
likely to lead an orderly life if set at liberty. J. W. G. 

Criticism of the Boston Juvenile Court.— The Juvenile Court Record, 
in its March and April issues, criticizes the procedure of the Boston Juvenile 
Court as being not only contrary to sound public policy but as being in viola- 
tion of the law under which it was created. "The fact is," says the editor of the 
Record, "the Boston Juvenile Court is one in name only. It is a criminal 
court of limited jurisdiction. It has no civil nor chancery jurisdiction. The 
procedure of the court is wholly illegal and not conducted in accordance with 
the law. The rights of parents are not safeguarded under the law. We should 
bear in mind at all times the fact that the American system of government 
is controlled and directed by laws, not men. It cannot be too often nor too 
strongly impressed upon those who administer a branch of the government. 
Where a proper spirit and good judgment are followed as guides, oppression can 
and will be avoided." 

"The law which the Boston Juvenile Court administers is defective. It deals, 
so far as the delinquents are concerned, solely with the child. The parent is not 
made a party to the proceedings, nor his rights adjudicated. He is simply 
notified of the proceedings. The Massachusettes law, so far as the wayward 
and delinquent children are concerned, reverses the common law and refuses 
in a great measure to follow the rule in other states, which is that the child 
must first be found wayward or delinquent, and, second, that the parent must 
be found unfit, unable and unwilling to properly provide for his child. The 
rights of the parents are only incidentally recognized. The general rule is that 
parents have the right to the custody of their children, which the law should 
not only recognize but enforce. It should be of equal value as property rights 
and the right of life and liberty. No parent should be deprived of his child 
until he is proven to be unfit or unable to properly care for the child. These 
general principles are recognized in Massachusetts where parents are able to 
protect their rights. Where they are not able to do so, then the state in its 
majesty and power should apply with greater care the same rules and laws that 
apply to the person of intelligence and financial standing. . . . 

"In the light of the authorities, and in view of the fact that a child may 
be taken from its parents and its care, custody and education transferred to 
strangers, who at best can only supplement that parental love and affection 
that is imbedded in the hearts of all true fathers and mothers, it would seem 
that the law should be safeguarded in such a way as to protect the rights of 
both parent and child. Notwithstanding these great principles and questions 
involved, the Massachusetts laws which are administered by the Boston Juvenile 
Court are so 4oosely drawn that only one parent need be notified of a case 
that is pending in court, and then only where such parent resides within the city 
or town where such child is found." (Sec. 4, Chap. 413, Acts of 1906, Mass.) 

J. W. G. 
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